Mnited States Denate

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

February 8, 2007

The Honorable Alberto R. Gonzales
Attorney General of the United States
U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20530-0001

Dear Attorney General Gonzales:

As you know, the Senate Judiciary Committee held a hearing this week to
examine the growing politicization of the hiring and firing of United States Attorneys,
our nation’s top federal prosecutors.

Unfortunately, the hearing only served to intensify, rather than assuage, our
concerns, particularly given the circumstances surrounding the ouster of Bud Cummins,
who was the U.S. Attorney in the Eastern District of Arkansas until last December.

When you testified before the Committee on January 18, 2007, you stated
unequivocally that you “would never, ever make a change in a U.S. Attorney position for
political reasons.” In a stunning admission, however, Deputy Attorney General Paul
McNulty, in his own testimony on February 6™, acknowledged that Mr. Cummins was
pushed out for no reason other than to install — without Senate confirmation — Tim
Griffin, a former aide to Karl Rove. At the time, Mr. Griffin had minimal federal
prosecution experience, but was highly skilled in opposition research and partisan attacks
for the Republican National Committee. This strikes us as a quintessentially “political”
reason to make a change.

We recognize, of course, that United States Attorneys serve at the pleasure of the
President, but as several highly respected and distinguished former officials of the
Department of Justice have noted, the dismissal of a well-respected U.S. Attorney simply
to reward an inexperienced partisan is unprecedented.

Although Senators expect soon to be briefed privately about the alleged
performance issues of several other U.S. Attorneys, we hope that you will quickly and
publicly address the most troubling aspects of the Cummins ouster and Griffin
appointment. We look forward to a fuller explanation of why a concededly well-
performing prosecutor was terminated in favor of such a partisan figure:

e In particular, when was the decision made to appoint Tim Griffin to replace Bud
Cummins?



e Specifically, who lobbied on behalf of Tim Griffin’s appointment, both inside and
outside the Administration?

e Why was Bud Cummins told to resign in June of 2006, when the other dismissed
officials were told in December of 20067 Was the reason to give the replacement,
Tim Griffin, a chance to become ensconced at the U.S. Attorney’s Office in
Arkansas before making the appointment?

e In light of the unprecedented nature of the appointment, we are especially
interested in understanding the role played by Karl Rove. In particular, what role
did Karl Rove, with whom Griffin was closely associated, play in the decision to
appoint Griffin?

Given that Mr. Rove was himself apparently still being investigated by a U.S.
Attorney in June of 2006, it would be extremely untoward if he were at the same time
leading the charge to oust a sitting U.S. Attorney and install his own former aide.

These questions go to the heart of the public’s confidence in the fair
administration of justice. Once appointed, U.S. Attorneys, perhaps more than any other
public servant, must be above politics and beyond reproach; they must be seen to enforce
the rule of law without fear or favor.

Given the issues raised in the recent hearing, we are naturally concerned about the
Administration’s professed commitment to keeping politics out of the Department of
Justice. We hope that you will quickly put those concerns to rest.

Sincerely,
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